R4 fNew'> The display apparatus of Cla im SI. wherein at least one of the 
electron-emitting devices comprise s carbon. 



REMARKS 

Claims 1-43, 56-67, and 69-84 are now pending in this application. Claims 
56 and 58 have been amended,^ and Claims 69-84 have been added to provide AppUcants 
with a more complete scope of protection. The changes made to Claims 56 and 58 have 
been made to even further clarify the claimed subject matter, and have not been made for 
purposes related to patentability. 

Paragraph 4 of the Office Action states that the "reissue oath/declaration 
filed with this application is defective because it fails to identify at least one error which is 
relied upon to support the reissue application ... as required by 37 C.F.R. 1 .75(a)(1)." 
Paragraph 4 supports this statement by asserting that "[t]he statement that claims 43-63 
should have been included in the patent, or could have been presented is inadequate to 



2 / The last paragraph of Claim 56 has been amended herein to clarify that a space 
between the electron source plate and the fluorescent device plate is mamtained in a 
vacuumized condition by a housing, and the signal appUer is disposed outside of the 
housing By virtue of such an arrangement, it is possible to narrow the space between the 
electron source and fluorescent device plate. As a resuU, the spot size of an electron beam 
can be made small. When using the small spot size electron beam m the matnx-drive 
display, overlapping of two electron beam spots for neighboring pixels is avoided so that a 
color mixture due to overlapping electron beam spots does not occur. Support for the 
amendment to Claim 56 is found in the specification and drawings as originaUy filed, at 
least at page 21, lines 39-44 and 55-57. Claim 58 has been amended to recite that the 
electron emission region comprises a conductive region and an insulating region so that the 
electrical discontinuity takes place between the conductive region and the msulatmg 



region. 
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satisfy the requirement of the rule[, s]pecific changes with respect to the claims must be 
identified[, and w]here new claims are presented, the differences between the new claims 
and the patent claims must be identified." Paragraph 4 of the Office Action fiirther states 
that the original reissue declaration filed on December 22, 1999 does not cover the 
errors/defects corrected by the amendments "filed 10/16/00, 10/26/00, 4/9/01, and 
4/26/01", in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1.175(b) and MPEP § 1444. In Paragraph 5 of 
the Office Action, Claims 1-42 and 56-67 were rejected as being based upon a defective 
reissue declaration under 35 U.S.C. § 251. 

The comments set forth in paragraphs 4 and 5 of the Office Action have 
been carefully considered in view of 37 C.F.R. § 1 .175(a)(1). While Applicants strongly 
believe that the reissue declaration originally filed in this application on December 22, 
1999 complied fiiUy with the requirements of 37 C.F.R. § 1.175 (a)(1), and without 
conceding that the original reissue declaration is defective, attached hereto is a 
Supplemental Reissue Declaration For Reissue Patent Application (37 C.F.R. 1.175) And 
Power Of Attomey (hereinafter "the Supplemental Reissue Declaration"), which has been 
executed by the inventors. The Supplemental Reissue Declaration includes language along 
the lines of that discussed in a telephone conversation conducted between the Examiner 
and Applicants' representative on or about November 30, 2001 ? During that conversation, 



3 / The Examiner is sincerely thanked for his courtesies extended to Applicants' 
representatives during the telephone conversation, and for his helpftil advice regarding the 
Supplemental Reissue Declaration. The Examiner also is thanked for the courtesies he 
extended to Applicants' representative in a telephone conversation conducted on May 10,^ 
2001 As noted in paragraph 3 of the Office Action, during that conversation. Applicants 

(continued. . . ) 
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OmceAc.,ona„.me.jec«o„ofC.ai„«M2aod5«7..fo«h.„pa«^haotU,e 
OfficeAc..„.Aoc«raM,>viewof*ea«3ehe<.Supp,™e„»,Rei.ueP— , 

sets fon. language along .he Unes .enu«ve,y a^e«d .0 by «.e Exan^e. .t ,s 
,^ec.i.Uy requested *a. issue, and r,ec.i«„ se. fo* in pa^graphs 4 and 5. 

respectively, of the Office Action, be withdrawn. 

ParagraphaoftheOfficeActionstatesthatthe application is obiectedto 

•"„„der37C.P.R.5..n2(a,becauseth=Assi^eehasnotestablisheditsownership interest 

,.Hepaten.forwh.cKareissueissough.lnparticu,ar,theOfficeActionstatesthat 

noth,ngin.herecordindicatesthat,heparty«hostg„edtheAss.tOfAssi^eeTo 

Ke,ssueUnder„«.K.|U7aandAssigneeSUtc„entUnder3,C.P.R.83.73(h, 
„,,.*.«edinth.sappUcaao.isanappropriatepartytosignonbehairoe.he Assignee. 

Applicantsrespectftdly—tthatsi^atoryoftheori^nally filed Assent 



3 / ( . . continued) _ ^ o r^^op R of the Supplemental 

r^lsentaUve noted to the Exarniner th^ f^^X-^^ appLing on page 8 
Zendmen. ffled on April 26, 2001, and^he ^^n^^^M^^^ 

of the Amendment filed on Ma^h f'^^J^J^ ^ representative apologtzes 

-explicitly statcs",asaresu^.^tan,n^^^^^ 

gofaU-ofMPEP.412.02. 

..,inpat.icular,paragrapb5of,hea^hedJ^P-^^ 
Tor a statement regarding an error upon -^^l^l ^^^Zn that every error 
paragraph 6 of the Supplemental ^-^^^^^ZLlo^ covered by prior 
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r T ^ 17 r p 1? 8 1 1 72 and Assignee Statement Under 37 C.F.R. 
Of Assignee To Reissue Under 37 C.F.R. § l.l ana & 

5 3 73(b, is empowered .0 sign on *e Assi^ee-s behalf. No„efteles. wi*ou. — g 
..epropHety of o.jeeUon .o *e appUcation u„der37 C.F.R. 5 U72(a), submined herewith 

suppienren.^ Assignee S«. Under 37 C.F.R. § 3.73 (b, and Assent Of Assignee 
To Reissue Under 37 C.F.R. § 1.172 fom.. each of which has been executed by a person 
empowered to si^ on the Assi^ee's behalf Evidence of that empowerment is set forth in 
the second paragraph of each form, wherein it is stated that -Tlte undersigned (whose title 
, supplied below) .s empowered to si^ on behalf of lAssignee," Tltat statement in each 
form is believed to be in accordance with MPEP § 324 (see. e.g., page 300.19, second 
column, secUon (B) of the MPEP dated August 2001), and those forms are therefore 
believed to suffciently establish Assi^ee's consent to the present reissue application. 
Accordingly, wtthdrawal of the obiection to the application tmder 37 C.F.R. 8 1.172(a, is 

respectftilly requested. 

to view of the foregoing comments and anached submissions, it is believed 

all of the outstanding is^es set for* in the Omce Action regarfing Claims 1-42 and 
56.67 have been overcome, and that mose claims are the^fore in condition for allowance. 

dependent Claim 69 has been added he^in. and is directed to a display 
apparams comprising a housmg tor mainlining a vacuumized condition in a space 
between an electron source plate and a fluorescent device plate having a fluorescent layer 
,„d an acceleratron electrode. Theelectn-nsourceplatehasaplurality of electron-emrtting 

. devices arranged in a matrix of n.ws and columns and a matrix configuration of row wires 
and column wires respect,vely cor^sponding to the rows and columns of the electron- 
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eminmg devices a™,ge<l « *e ma«x. A si^al appUer is disposed ouUide of *e housmg 
for applying (1) a scan signal » tt.e row »ues, (2) a moduladon signal .0 column wi«s. 
and (3) an acceleration voluge .0 aocetation electiode .0 accelemte elections «ni«ed 
fton, fte election-emitting devices »warf ti.e fluorescen. layer of fte fluorescent device 

plate. 

Applicants respectfilUy submit that the an of record is not seen to teach or 
suggest a display apparatus having all of tite featttres as recited in Claim 69. and that the 

ftom independent Claim 69. and also are believed to be allowable over the art of record, at 
leas, for the reason that each claim depends from an allowable base claim. Since each of 
.hose dependen. claims is also deemed .0 define an addiiional aspec. of .he inve„.ion. 
however, the individual consideration otthe patentability of each on its own merits is 

respectfully requested. 

Applicant plan .0 file a supplemen.al Information Disclosure Statement in 

,Ms application shorUy. Accordingly, of the Examiner takes this case up for action before 
living tot paper, he is respectfirlly requested to contact Apphcants' undersigned 

representative. 

to view of ttie foregoing amendments and remarks. Applicant respectfully 
^ues. favorable reconsideration and early passage to issue of tite present application. 



AppUcants' undersigned attorney may be reached in our New York office by 
telephone a. (212) 218-2100. All correspondence should continue ,0 be directed to our 

address given below. 

Respectfully submitted, 




Attorney for Appli^ts . 
Registration No. U M / b 



FITZPATRICK, CELLA, HARPER & SCINTO 
30 Rockefeller Plaza 
New York, New York 10132-3801 
Facsimile: (212)218-2200 

NY.MAIN 231655 v1 
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